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DETAILED ACTION 
Notice To Applicant 

1 . This communication is in response to the application filed on 31 August 2001 . 
Claims 1-52 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. Claims 26-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

(A) Claim 26 is neither directed to a process, a machine, a manufacture nor a 
composition of matter, but to a graphical user interface (GUI). The rejected claims are 
directed to a GUI which is either an image displayed to a user or software that displays 
said image to a user. Such subject matter is non-statutory. 

(B) Claims 27-32 depend from claim 26 and are therefore, rejected for the same 
reasons given for claim 26. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 26-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

(A) Claim 26 recites a GUI having multiple display screen portions and various 
system hardware elements (e.g., computer, server, etc.). It is unclear what statutory 
class the Applicant is claiming. 

(B) Claims 27-32 depend from claim 26 and are therefore, rejected for the same 
reasons given for claim 26. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-5, 8-18, 21-30, 32-36, 39-46, and 49-52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Evans (5,924,074; hereinafter Evans), in view of 
Weis (5,657,388; hereinafter Weiss). 

(A) As per claim 1 , Evans discloses a handheld device for providing medical 
information to a user, comprising: 

(a) a housing (Evans: col. 13, lines 17-20; Fig. 24); 

(b) a display screen located on said housing (Evans: col. 13, lines 17-20; Fig. 
24); 

(c) a memory having one or more instructions (Evans: col. 14, lines 8-25); 

(d) a port to accept a security token from the user (Weiss: abstract; col. 4, 
lines 27-67; Fig. 1-2); and 

(e) a processor, coupled to the memory and the display screen (Evans: col. 
12, lines 66-67; col. 13, lines 1-3; col. 14, lines 8-14), the processor, in 
response to said one or more instructions, to, 

(i) receive medical information electronically stored on a remote 
server over a network in response to one or more requests 
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by said user, said remote server to be accessible by a 
plurality of remotely located users (Evans: abstract; col. 4, 
lines 62-67; col. 5, lines 1; col.12, lines 54-60; Fig. 24); and 
(ii) display said medical information on said display screen 
(Evans: col. 7, lines 27-29; col. 8, lines 8-10; Fig. 5-8). 



Evans, however, fails to expressly disclose a handheld device for providing 
medical information to a user, comprising: 



(f) said one or more instructions, to, 

(iii) validate said security token provided by said user. 

Nevertheless, these features are old and well known in the art, as evidenced by 
Weiss. In particular, Weiss discloses a handheld device for providing medical 
information to a user, comprising: 



(f) 



said one or more instructions, to, 

(iii) validate said security token provided by said user (Weiss: 
col. 5, lines 3-37; Fig. 1-2). 
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One of ordinary skill would have found it obvious at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of Weiss with the teachings of Evans with the motivation of 
providing a secured technique for accessing information (Weiss: abstract). 

(B) As per claim 2, Evans discloses the handheld device of claim 1 , wherein the 
display screen includes a menu bar with access keys, at least one of said access keys 
to link to said medical information, at least another of said access keys to cause said 
processor to display a submenu on said display screen (Evans: col. 6, lines 37-67; col. 
7, lines 1-67; col. 8, Iines1-18; Fig. 5-8, 19-22). 

(C) As per claim 3, Evans discloses the handheld device of claim 2, wherein each of 
said access keys correspond to a category of medical information (Evans: col. 6, lines 
37-67; col. 7, lines 1-67; col. 8, Iines1-18; Fig. 5-8, 19-22). 

(D) As per claim 4, Evans fails to expressly disclose the handheld device of claim 1 , 
wherein said security token includes a memory and an identification section containing 
information associated with said user. 

Nevertheless, these features are old and well known in the art, as evidenced by 
Weiss. In particular, Weiss discloses the handheld device of claim 1 , wherein said 
security token includes a memory and an identification section containing information 
associated with said user (Weiss: abstract; col. 4, lines 27-43; Fig. 1-2). 
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One of ordinary skill would have found it obvious at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of Weiss with the teachings of Evans with the motivation of 
providing a secured technique for accessing information (Weiss: abstract). 

(E) As per claim 5, Evans fails to expressly disclose the handheld device of claim 1 , 
wherein said security token is an identification card, said security token to be validated 
using information stored on said remote server. 

Nevertheless, these features are old and well known in the art, as evidenced by 
Weiss. In particular, Weiss discloses the handheld device of claim 1, wherein said 
security token is an identification card, said security token to be validated using 
information stored on said remote server (Weiss: abstract; col. 4, lines 27-46; col. 5, 
lines 38-67; col. 6, lines 1-18; Fig. 1-2). 

One of ordinary skill would have found it obvious at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of Weiss with the teachings of Evans with the motivation of 
providing a secured technique for accessing information (Weiss: abstract). 

(F) As per claim 8, Evans discloses the handheld device of claim 1 , wherein said 
medical information is electronically stored on said remote server in an electronic data 
interchange standard format (Evans: col. 2, lines 21-44; col. 10, lines 18-35; Fig. 16). 

(G) As per claim 9, Evans discloses the handheld device of claim 1 , further 
comprising a means for providing cellular communication between said handheld device 
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and said network, where the network is the Internet and the remote server is connected 
to the Internet (Evans: col. 12, lines 54-67; col. 13, lines 1-30; Fig. 24). 

(H) As per claim 10, Evans discloses the handheld device of claim 1 , wherein said 
medical information is stored in an electronic database comprised of records on said 
remote server, said medical information to be stored in said records where each record 
is associated with a patient (Evans: abstract; col. 2, lines 21-44; col. 12, lines 55-60; 
Fig. 24). 

(I) As per claim 1 1 , Evans discloses the handheld device of claim 1 , wherein said 
processor is further to provide updated medical information to said remote server which 
was provided by said user, said updated medical information to be electronically stored 
on said remote server (Evans: abstract; col. 2, lines 45-53; col. 12, lines 55-60; Fig. 24). 

(J) As per claim 12, Evans discloses the handheld device of claim 1 1 , wherein said 
updated medical information is provided to a computer connected to said network 
before being provided to said remote server (Evans: abstract; col. 2, lines 45-53; col. 
12, lines 55-60; Fig. 24). 

(K) As per claim 13, Evans discloses the handheld device of claim 1, wherein said 
user is a physician (Evans: col. 2, lines 45-50; col. 4, lines 64-67; col. 5, lines 1). 
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Examiner has noted insofar as claim 13 recites "wherein said user is one of the 
following: a patient, physician, paramedic, firefighter, hospital administrator, nurse, 
insurer, pharmacist, and therapist," a physician has been recited. 

(L) Claims 14-18 and 21-25 substantially repeat the same limitations of claims 1-13 
and are therefore, rejected for the same reasons given for those claims. 

(M) As per claim 26, Evans discloses a graphical user interface to display medical 
information on a user computer having a display screen, said display screen 
comprising: 

(a) a first screen portion to display a plurality of access keys corresponding to 
medical information electronically stored on a remote server, said user 
computer to provide a request to said remote server over a network 
corresponding to a user selection of one or more of said plurality of access 
keys, said remote server to provide a portion of said medical information in 
response to said request, said remote server to be accessible by a 
plurality of remotely located users (Evans: col. 6, lines 37-67; col. 7, lines 
1-67; col. 8, Iines1-18; Fig. 5-8, 19-22); 

(b) a second screen portion to display a request for a password to be 
provided by a user of said user computer prior to being able to select one 
or more of said access keys (Evans: col. 6, lines 37-67; col. 7, lines 1-67; 
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col. 8, Iines1-18; col. 15, lines 7-33; Fig. 5-8, 19-22) (Examiner notes that 
a password can be considered a security token.); 

(c) a third screen portion to display said portion of medical information 
(Evans: col. 6, lines 37-67; col. 7, lines 1-67; col. 8, Iines1-18; Fig. 5-8, 19- 
22). 

Evans, however, fails to exjpress/y/ disclose a graphical user interface to display 
medical information on a user computer having a display screen, said display screen 
comprising: 

(d) a request for a security token (i.e., fingerprint, information card, etc.). 

Nevertheless, this feature is old and well known in the art, as evidenced by 
Weiss. In particular, Weiss discloses a graphical user interface to display medical 
information on a user computer having a display screen, said display screen 
comprising: 



(d) a request for a security token (Weiss: abstract; col. 4, lines 27-46; col. 5, 
lines 38-67; col. 6, lines 1-18; Fig. 1-2). 
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One of ordinary skill would have found it obvious at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of Weiss with the teachings of Evans with the motivation of 
providing a secured technique for accessing information (Weiss: abstract). 

(N) As per claim 27, Evans discloses the graphical user interface of claim 26, 
wherein the display screen further comprises a fourth screen portion to display a 
submenu in response to said user selection, said submenu to include access keys 
corresponding to medical information electronically stored on said remote server 
(Evans: col. 6, lines 37-67; col. 7, lines 1-67; col. 8, Iines1-18; col. 15, lines 7-33; Fig. 5- 
8, 19-22). 

(O) As per claim 28, Evans discloses the graphical user interface of claim 27, 
wherein said second screen portion and said third screen portion each occupy at least a 
portion of the same area on said display screen at different times (Evans: col. 6, lines 
37-67; col. 7, lines 1-67; col. 8, Iines1-18; col. 15, lines 7-33; Fig. 5-8, 19-22). 

(P) As per claim 29, Evans discloses the graphical user interface of claim 26, 
wherein said display screen comprises a fourth screen portion to display a submenu 
which obstructs at least a portion of said first screen portion until said user has made a 
submenu selection (Evans: col. 6, lines 37-67; col. 7, lines 1-67; col. 8, Iines1-18; col. 
15, lines 7-33; Fig. 5-8, 19-22). 
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(Q) As per claim 30, Evans fails to exjoress/v^ disclose the graphical user interface of 
claim 26, wherein said security token is an identification card, said security token to be 
validated using information stored on said remote server. 

Nevertheless, this feature is old and well known in the art, as evidenced by 
Weiss. In particular, Weiss discloses the graphical user interface of claim 26, wherein 
said security token is an identification card, said security token to be validated using 
information stored on said remote server (Weiss: abstract; col. 4, lines 27-46; col. 5, 
lines 38-67; col. 6, lines 1-18; Fig. 1-2). 

One of ordinary skill would have found it obvious at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of Weiss with the teachings of Evans with the motivation of 
providing a secured technique for accessing information (Weiss: abstract). 

(R) As per claim 32, Evans discloses the graphical user interface of claim 26, 
wherein said first screen portion further includes access keys to enable said user to 
provide updated medical information to said remote server, said updated medical 
information to be electronically stored on said remote server (Evans: abstract; col. 2, 
lines 45-53; col. 6, lines 37-67; col. 7, lines 1-67; col. 8, Iines1-18; col. 12, lines 55-60; 
col. 15, lines 7-33; Fig. 5-8, 19-24). 

(S) Claim 33 differs from claim 1 by reciting a series of method steps, namely, 
storing, providing, validating, transmitting, and displaying. Because the combined 
teachings of Evans and Weiss disclose the structural elements that constitute the 
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system of claim 1 , it is respectfully submitted that these system elements perform the 
underlying method steps of claim 33, as well. 

(T) Claims 34-36 and 39-41 substantially repeat the same limitations of claims 1-13 
and are therefore, rejected for the same reasons given for those claims. 

(U) Claim 42 differs from method claim 33 by reciting "a computer program embodied 
on a computer-readable medium" and "memory with one or more instructions" within its 
preamble. As per these elements, Evans' medical information system includes 
computers, display monitors, servers, and databases, among other elements (Evans: 
col. 12, lines 54-67; col. 13, lines 1-67; col. 14, lines 1-27; Fig. 24). As such, it is readily 
apparent that Evans' medical information system is controlled by a computer program 
stored upon a computer-readable medium. The remainder of claim 42 substantially 
repeats the same limitations of method claim 33 and is therefore, rejected for the same 
reasons given above for claim 33 and incorporated herein. 

(V) Claims 42-46 and 49-52 substantially repeat the same limitations of claims 1-13 
and 33-41 and are therefore, rejected for the same reasons given for those claims. 



Application/Control Number: 09/945,447 Page 14 

Art Unit: 3626 

7. Claims 6-7, 19-20, 31, 37-38, and 47-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Evans and Weiss as applied to claim 1 above, and further in 
view of Pare, Jr. et al. (5,870,723; hereinafter Pare). 

(A) As per claim 6, Evans fails to expressly disclose the handheld device of claim 1 , 
wherein said security token comprises a alphanumeric code corresponding to 
identification data stored in a memory of said security token. 

Nevertheless, these features are old and well known in the art, as evidenced by 
Weiss and Pare. In particular, Weiss and Pare disclose the handheld device of claim 1 , 
wherein said security token comprises a alphanumeric code (Pare: col. 14, lines 61-66) 
corresponding to identification data stored in a memory of said security token (Weiss: 
abstract; col. 4, lines 27-43; Fig. 1-2). 

One of ordinary skill would have found it obvious at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of Weiss with the teachings of Evans with the motivation of 
providing a secured technique for accessing information (Weiss: abstract). 

One of ordinary skill would have found it obvious at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of Pare with the combined teachings of Evans and Weiss with 
the motivation of providing increased security (Pare: col. 8, lines 3-6). 

(B) As per claim 7, Evans fails to expressly discloses the handheld device of claim 1 , 
further comprising a biometrics input device, and wherein said security token comprises 
a fingerprint which is provided to said biometrics input device. 
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Nevertheless, these features are old and well known in the art, as evidenced by 
Weiss and Pare. In particular, Weiss and Pare disclose the handheld device of claim 1, 
further comprising a biometrics input device, and wherein said security token (Weiss: 
abstract; col. 4, lines 27-43; Fig. 1-2) comprises a fingerprint which is provided to said 
biometrics input device (Pare: col. 9, lines 59-65; Fig. 3). 

One of ordinary skill would have found it obvious at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of Weiss with the teachings of Evans with the motivation of 
providing a secured technique for accessing information (Weiss: abstract). 

One of ordinary skill would have found it obvious at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of Pare with the combined teachings of Evans and Weiss with 
the motivation of providing increased security (Pare: col. 8, lines 3-6). 

(C) Claims 19 and 20 substantially repeat the same limitations of claims 6 and 7 and 
are therefore, rejected for the same reasons given for those claims. 

(D) As per claim 31 , Evans fails to expressly disclose the graphical user interface of 
claim 26, wherein said security token comprises a alphanumeric code corresponding to 
identification data stored in a memory of an identification card. 

Nevertheless, these features are old and well known in the art, as evidenced by 
Weiss and Pare. In particular, Weiss and Pare disclose the graphical user interface of 
claim 26, wherein said security token comprises a alphanumeric code (Pare: col. 14, 
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lines 61-66) corresponding to identification data stored in a memory of an identification 
card (Weiss: abstract; col. 4, lines 27-43; Fig. 1-2). 

One of ordinary skill would have found it obvious at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of Weiss with the teachings of Evans with the motivation of 
providing a secured technique for accessing information (Weiss: abstract). 

One of ordinary skill would have found it obvious at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of Pare with the combined teachings of Evans and Weiss with 
the motivation of providing increased security (Pare: col. 8, lines 3-6). 

(E) Claims 37-38 substantially repeat the same limitations of claims 1-13 and are 
therefore, rejected for the same reasons given for those claims. 

(F) Claims 47-48 substantially repeat the same limitations of claims 1 -13 and 33-41 
and are therefore, rejected for the same reasons given for those claims. 



Conclusion 



8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
Applicant's disclosure. The cited but not applied art teaches a computer system and 
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method for storing medical histories using a carrying size card (5,659,741); storing 
personal medical information (6,082,77); and a handheld computer system (6,144,552). 

The cited but not applied prior art also includes non-patent literature articles by 
Hamblen, Matt. ("Doctors Store Patient Records in Handhelds" Jun 14, 1999. 
Computerworld. Vol. 33, Iss. 24. pg. 70.); Hamblen, Matt ("Handheld Help For Clinical 
Trials" Oct 4, 1999. Computerworld. Vol. 33, Iss. 40. pg. 45.); Solomon. Howard ("Small 
Databases shrink mass of information" May 7, 1999. Computer Dealer News. Vol. 15, 
Iss. 18. pg. 14.); Messmer, Ellen ("Banks and hospitals implement tough security" Apr 
26, 1999. Network World. Vol. 16. Iss. 17. pg. 35.); Dansky, Kathryn ("Electronic 
Medical Records: Are Physicians Ready?" Nov/Dec 1999. Journal of Healthcare 
Management. Vol. 44, Iss. 6. pg. 440.); and Fish, Josh ("The Cure Is In Hand: Bringing 
Information Technology To Patient Care" Oct 2000. WR HAMBRECHT+CO.). 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mike Tomaszewski whose telephone number is 
(571)272-8117. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:00 am - 3:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Thomas can be reached on (571)272-6776. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 





